1/30/95 


Richard Gallen 

260 Fifth. ^Sre. , 

New York, NY 10001 

Dear Richard, 

TMa is hot to argue with you. That would serve no purpose in any event. 

From the first the Simpson case has interested me. That is because all that was 
wrong that, public authority did is what happened in the JFK case. In listen^to Johnnie 
Cochran's opening statement ray^^wandered from time to time to what is close to an 
exact parallel in the JFK case. So while I cannot be absolutely certain, I'm fairly 
confident that eveijr abuse he ticked off an if in what you cut from Case Open. I 
believe that as it relates, to the LA coroner that is close to what was wrong with the 
JFK autopsy, which is in NEVER AGAIN ! Particularly in the Afterword, which I'm glad to 
know is to be included. I think I do not have to remind you what this could have d one 
for Case Open i jr that part had not been cut. 

'"hen I perceived these parallels and I wondered about writing you, I remembered 
what my first doctor once told me, the first in Washington* that is. He said you can 
teach old dogs new tricks, that he did it all the time with his fox terrier then q 
12 years old. 

You may again have a serious work of nonfiction and ydu may again Kant to take 
liberties with it. If so, communicate. D# no t risk hurting yourself by notmdoing that, • 
communicating. With the attention, including to what is critical of the prosecution, 

TV is giving to the b impson case you might have gotten some attention to these paral- 
lels and that would have helped the book. Especially if yiu could have shown the page(s) 
that are such close parallels. 

Again not to argue but so that because you are not all that old a dog, on a number 
of occasions I did tell y4u that this is a subject on which developments that can and 
can not be anticipated are certain and I urged that you be in a position to make g00( i use 
of them. There have been a number. 


Sincerely, 



